COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
san juan 2001 2002 2003 2004 2001 2002 2003 2004 Eﬁ?ﬂ;;;?:ﬁ‘ 2002 - 2001 Comparison gfﬂ‘;av“fg‘ 2003 - 2002 Comparison gfﬂ‘;av“fg‘ 2004 - 2003 Comparison
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average|  Diff 9GDIff | Diff | %Diff | Difft | %Difft | Difft | %Dift | Ditft | oeDift | Diit | 9eDift
PHYSICIAN COUNT-
FFS 11 11 9 9 9 10 10 10 10 10 11 11] 11 10 10 9 10 10 11] 10| 1] 11.1% o[ -2.5% 1] 10.0% 1 7.7%) -2[ -18.2%) -1 -4.8%
HO 9 15 16 11] 11 19 17 18 14 18 22 18| 16 14 13 14| 13 16 18| 14| 7| 63.6% 4] 27.5% o[ 0.0% 2| 10.8% -4[ -20.4%)| -4
UMP 6 5 5 4] 4] 5 5 8 11 11 11 10| 11 11 10 11] 5 6 11] 11] 4] 100.0%)| 1] 10.0%) 2[ 25.0% 5] 95.5% 1] 10.0% 0
PEBB 14 17 13 11 13 11 18 16 15 15 13 12| 13 13 12 12| 14 15 14 12| 5[ 455% 1| 5.5%) -4 -25.0%)| -1 -5.2% o[ 0.0% -1
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 390 429 280, 285]| 293 308 275 345 353 332 324 305| 293 280 250 250 346 306 329 268| 61| 21.3% -40| -11.6% -40| -11.7% 23| 7.6% -55| -18.0% -60| -18.4%)
HO 643 612 758 744 757 745 674 811 802 824 827 788 715 660 631 578] 689 747 810 646 67| 9.0% 58]  8.4% 23] -2.8% 63|  8.5%| -210[ -26.7%| -164] -20.3%
UMP 182 178 157 163 168 161 173 168| 173 173 185 187 186| 183 230 235| 170 168| 180 209 5[ 31% 3] -15% 19 11.3% 12| 7.2% 48] 25.7% 29[ 16.2%
PEBB 258 265 288 280 290 310 296 302 306 309 294 290 291 290 300 300| 273 300 300 295 22 7.9% 27| 9.8% -12[ -4.0% o[ 0.1% 10| 3.3% 5] -1.6%
RATIO™
FFS 28.2 25.7 32.1 31.6 30.7 32.5 36.3 29.0 28.3 30.1 33.9 36.1 37.6 35.7 40.1] 36.0} 29.4 32.1 32.1 37.3) -2.7] -8.4% 27| 9.2% 7.1 24.5% 0.0 0.0% -0.1] -0.2% 5.2| 16.3%]
HO 14.0 24.5 21.1 14.§| 14.5 25.5 25.2 22.2 17.5 21.8 26.6 22.8 21.9 21.7 20.6] 24.8 18.6 21.9 222 223 7.4] 50.1% 3.3 17.5% 0.6]  2.9% 0.3]  1.5% 2.0 8.6% 0.1]  0.3%
UMP 33.0 28.1 31.8 24.5 23.8| 31.1 28.9 47.6] 63.6 63.6 59.5 53.5) 57.3 57.7 43.4| 46.8] 29.4 32.8 60.0) 51.3) 23.1] 94.0% 35| 11.9% 59| 12.3% 27.2| 82.7% -6.7| -12.5% -8.7| -14.5%|
PEBB 54.3 64.2 45.1 39.3 44.8 35.5 60.8 53.0 49.0 48.5 44.2 414 45.9 44.1 38.9] 40.0 50.7 485 45.8] 422 13.7] 34.9% 22| -43%| -116] -21.9%| 2.7 -5.6% -1.3[ -3.2% -3.6] _-7.8%)|
TOP QUARTILE
FFS 53.7%|  56.3%| 33.7%) 44.0%|  40.4%[ 50.0%| 57.8%| 53.7%| 60.4%| 60.7%| 55.1%| 54.8%| 54.3%] 51.1%| 55.5%| 36.0%| 46.9%| 52.7%| 57.8%| 49.2%| 09.7%[ 22.1%| 58%| 12.3%| 1.1%| 2.1%| 5.1%| 9.6%| -18.8%| -34.4%| -8.5%| -14.8%)
Comparison of Physician Counts Comparison of Client Counts
40 1,200
—e—FFS
oxoHo 1,000
—+—UMP '
30 11--+-- PEBB
XX
2 , 800
8 g s .
£20 S e00 <
g 2
g 3]
< 400
10
200 4
0
0
01‘02‘03‘04 QI‘QZ‘QS‘(M Ql‘QZ‘QG}‘QA QI‘QZ‘Q3‘Q4 QI‘QZ‘Q3‘Q4 QI‘QZ‘Q3‘Q4 QI‘QZ‘Q3‘Q4 QI‘QZ‘QI!‘CM
2001 2002 2003 2004 2001 2002 2003 2004
Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians and/or cliets.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
80 *+ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
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